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Now, Mr. Whiting, in his letter, says, "that
the calculation," &c., " with regard to the
Docking Union was thought at the time to be
correct arid he further says; 11 that a short
trial of three months convinced him that a
permanent contract might be made with
safety and advantage." Would not any one
on reading this, wholly infer that Mr. W. had
actually engaged in a contract with the

Docking Union? Yet that is not the case.
He has contracted for a division of the re-
mainder of the hundred of Freebridge-Lynn,
which forms a separate Union, and comprises
a population of only 11,389, for which the
salary offered and accepted is :f:2-10, bearing
an average of rather more than fare penceper
head, being an excess of two-fifths as a re-
muneration above that of the Docking Union.
Yet even this allowance Mr. W. himself in-
formed me he decidedly refused, until certain
explanatory conditions respecting midwifery,
&c., were introduced in the agreement; while
similar conditions were peremptorily evaded,
and an unconditional acceptance of terms
was required, without one single saving
clause, up to the very day of appointing to
one of the divisions of the Docking Union an
adventuring medical man, who has become
an inmate of a cottage in the parish in which
I have resided for more than thirty years,
Supporting a family of twelve children, and
contributing many hundred pounds towards
the maintenance of the poor of the parish, as
well as afully equal amount to the exigencies
of the state.
Whatever difference of opinion or feeling

may exist between Mr. W. and myself re-
sfecting this new system, it is not greater
than the hasty and unexplanatory arrange-
ments of the Docking Board would excite
in the mind of any person similarly situated
to myself,-their rate of salary be.n; noto-
riously below that of almost, if not quite,
every other Union in the kingdom. But
even here I can allow that some excuse may
.be admitted, when it is considered that, this
Union was the very first formed in these
parts, and that the late- worthy assistant-
commissioner, Sir Edward Parry, at the

opening meeting, at which I was present,
after passing the most high-f!own and no
doubt sincere eulogia on the usefulness,
respectability, and honourable station of the
profession, which he " venerated, irom seve-
.ral of his own relations being’ members"
thereof, yet most positively asserted that
16 the entire collective duties of every depart-
ment thereof throughout the whole Union
could and ought to be most efriciently per-
formed for one hundred pounds per annum!"
I am, Sir, most respectfully, your obedient
servant,

EDWARD MANBY.
East Rudham,

August 30th, 1836.

EDWARD MANBY.

CHARING-CROSS HOSPITAL.
REPLY OF MR. ROBERTSON TO DR. SIGMOND.

To the Editor, of THE LANCET.
SIR :-I know the value of your pages,

and will not intrude too much on them on
this occasion.

Dr. Sigmond promises to give in a future
number the details of his statement before
the recent Committee of Inquiry ; I shall
therefore al)stain from saying more in refer-
ence to his remarks in your last number, than
that, at the general meeting of the governors
on the 1st of August last, when the special
committee was appointed, he stated, ‘‘ I have
a great regard for all my colleagues&mdash;a great
respect for Dr. Golding&mdash;and a great respect
for the other officers as well."
I, He approved of the appointment of a

special committee to investigate and decide
upon the matters referred to, and hoped his
friend, Mr. Pettigrew, would do the same.

In a note to me on the 2d of July, (the
month before last,) lie remarks :-" It gives
me great pleasure to add my expression of
the feeling the medical officers entertain to-
wards Dr. Golding as the founder of our
institution, which I hope may be a lasting
monument of his perseverance and benevo-
lence."
Whilst giving his evidence before the spe-

cial committee still more recently, he re-

marked. that he should be happy, in addition
to the sum he had already subscribed to a
bust of Dr. Golding, to contribute still far-
ther, towards placing it in marble.
’ These complimentary notices of the direc-
tor since the 3d of May, when Dr. Sigmond
became acquainted with the pecuniary trans-
action of Mr. Pettigrew, are rather at vari-
ance with his refiections for not being pre-
viously made the depository of that transac-
tion, which, in his communication to THE
LANCET, he states he himself had heard of
two years before.
I The coarse invectives against Dr. Golding J
in the pamphlet which has been circulated,
require on this occasion no comment; then
author, I conceive, must by this time regret
them himself.
; 

Respecting the committe,I beg to remark,
that they were all governors-and unexcep-
tionable members. Mr. Pettigrew, who was
present at their nomination, was at liberty,
and, indeed, invited, to name whomsoever he
pleased to be members of the committee.
That gentleman, both personally and in

writing, assured the committee during the
inquiry, that he " relied with confidence upon
their decesion. &raquo;

’ To suppose that Dr. Golding feels towards
Mr. Pettigrew or Dr. Sigmond any ill-will,
would he supposing that which is known to
be contrary to his disposition. His conduct
towards those gentlemen had been uniformly
kind and conciliatory, till they thought fit

to: assume the bearing they have adopted
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towards him. Ho differs in many respects
from them, and in none more than in his
opinion of the pecuniary transaction which
has been the subject of inquiry.
The intentions, also, which any gentleman

might entertain of carrying a junction be-
tween King’s College and the Hospital, and
thereby attempting, as part of the medical
staff of the latter, to float into professors’
chairs, is not one which he could consistently
encourage.
The report of the committee, after a long

and patient investigation of all the matters
brought before them, and the explanations
made thereon, is at the Board Room of the
Hospital for the perusal of the Governors ;
and I beg to add, that the wards and various
departmeats of the institution are always
open to those benevolent persons who may
be disposed to inspect them, and form their
own opinion of the hospital, and the effici-
ency of its arrangements. I am, Sir, your
very obedient servant,

JOHN ROBERTSON.
313, Regent-street, Sep. 13, 1836.

JOHN ROBERTSON.

MEDICAL WITNESSES ACT.

To the Editor of THE LANCET.
SIR :&mdash;When you obtained a seat in Par-

liament, it was asserted by many of your
unscrupulous opponents, that you had be-
become so fully merged in the ocean of

general politics, that you would forget the
interests of your profession, and neglect
that journal which, from its first establish-
ment, had been upheld by the warm support
of the general practitioners of this kingdom.
The iirst Bill which you introduced into
parliament, aud which you have carried

successfully through both houses of the
legislature, is a triumphant refutation of
the ungenerous calumny. When your ene-

mies, your bitterest ei,.em:es, admit that the
Act is of great importance to the profession&mdash;
when writers who, actuated by malice or
envy, or influenced by hire, have contiiiiially
directed the most infamous attacks against
your privatereputation,&mdash;admit that the new
statute must confer immense advantages on
the profession,&mdash;the intrinsic merits of the
Act may be fairly estimated as of no ordinary
value. As there must be numerous readers
af THE LANCET, who do not see the London
Medical Gazette, and tlle Medical and Chirur-
gical Journal, but who, at the same time,
must have a tolerably correct notion of the
shameful misrepresentations to which your
labours and character have been subjected
in the columns of the former of those pub-
Iications, I hope that you will comply with
a request from one of your earliest corres-
pondents, by inserlillg in your columns the
following extracts taken from leading,
articles in those periodicals :-

"THE MEDICAL WITNESSES BILL.&mdash;This
" bill, which has just passed into a law, is
" brief, but most important in regard to the
" medical profession. All legally autho-
" rised practitioners must now hold them-
" selves in readiness, on being summoned
" by the coroner, to give evidence at in-
" quests, under a penalty of &pound;5,. should
they fail to appear. The fee for mere
" attendance is one guinea. When a post-
" mortem examination, with or without an
" analysis of the contents of the stomach, is
&deg; required, two guineas; and the coroner
is to summon such evidence, at the
" request of the majority of the jury, or
" otherwise be liable to the consequences
" of a dismeanour.
" We certainly think the profession is

" under obligation to Mr. Wakley for this
" bill and no degree of rivalship shall ever,
" we trust, prevent us from rendering
" credit even to our bitterest political op-
" ponent, when we think he has deserved
&laquo; it."&mdash;Lontlon Medical Gazette, Aug. 20th.

" MEDICAL WITNESSES BiLL.&mdash;A more im-
" portant legislative enactment, concerning
the profession, has not been past for many
years ; and it is to Mr. W ak:ley that medi-
" cal men are indebted for this highly use-
" ful measure. The members of the medical
" profession have much to thank the
&laquo; honourable member for Finsbury for, and
" we have no doubt they will fully appre-
" ciate his exertions on their behalf."&mdash;
London. Medical and Surgical Journal,
Aug. 27.
Volumes of praise in other works would

not be so conclusive of the merits of the
new Act, as are these extorted admissions
of your rivals, the enmity of one of whom
has prompted him to carry his hostility
within the sanctuary of your private life.
But I have said enough. It is not in their

admission, their humility, or even their de-
gradation that you nnd your rev. ard. The

gratitude of the profession will furnish
that.
A word, Sir, as to the amount of the fees

of the new Act. Two of my brother practi-
tioners, w ith whom have. been conversing
on the subject, think that a guinea is tco
small a sum for attendance merely. Cer-
tainly it is not possible for me to state what
was passing in your mind when you drew
the Act; but! I conjecture that you adopted
the most judicious course for securing the
fee of two guineas for every medical witness,
in eight cases out of ten ; for it must neces-
sarily happen, within a very short period,
that medical witnesses will not; be summon-

ed, unless a post-mortem examination is re-
quired ; and in all such cases a sum of two
guineas is awarded ; and assuredly this will
be considered not only a fair but a liberal
remuneration. I remain, Sir, your faithful
servant,
A TWENTY-FIVE YEARS’ PRACTITIONER.


